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application. 
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STATUS 

2. Applicant is other than a small entity. 

EXTENSION OF TERM 

3. The proceedings herein are for a patent application and the provisions of 37 C,F .R. 1 . 1 3 6 
apply. Applicant believes that no extension of term is required. However, this condi- 
tional petition is being made to provide for the possibility that applicant has inadvertently 
overlooked the need for a petition for extension of time. 

FEE FOR CLAIMS 

4. The fee for claims (37 C.F.R. 1 , 1 6(b)-(d)) has been calculated as shown below: 
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First Presentation of Multiple Dependent Claim 




+ 5280^ SO 


Total SO 



Addit, Fee 

No additional fee for claims is required, 
FEE DEFICIENCY 



If any additional fee for claims is required, charge Account No. 15-0450. 

Date: \6 S^KHj^-L ^/(V/^ 

SignUfcure of Prac 



SignUbre of Practitioner 

Reg. No.: 33,390 Stephen L, Grant 

Tel. No.: 330-864-5550 Hahn Loeser + Parks LLP 

Customer No.: 021324 Twin Oaks Estate 

1225 West Market Street 
Akron, OH 44313-7188 



2002 Monhcw Bender & Company^ Inc.* a member ot'the LcxisNoxiS Ctovp. 



Received from < 3308647986 > at 9/18102 2:30:39 PM [Eastern Daylight Time] 



Amcnd]TKiit or Response Alter Finul Rejection ^-page 2 01*2 



f 



SEP-18-2002 14:29 HPHN LOESER + PARKS 3308647986 P. 03 

-1- 



4' 



Attorney's Docket 115699-32 
IN THE UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE 

Applicant: Forbes Examiner: Jules, F.F. 

Ser.No. : 09/804,406 Gvoup: 3617 

Title: DROPPED DECK CENTER BEAM RAILROAD CAR STRUCTURE 

Filed: 12Maich2001 Dat^ 18 September 2002 

RESPONSE AFTER FINAL REJECTION 

1) This letter is responsive to the Examiner's communication of June 18, 2002 for which a 
response is due on Se ptember 18. 2002 . As the amendments result in a net decrease in the number 
of claims, no fees are due for excess claims. If any fee is due, please charge it to D^osit Account 
15-0450. 




(I 

2) Amendments to the specification 
Please amend the specification as follows: 



[0064] In Figures 2c and 2d, a car 70 is similar to car 20, except insofar as single bay 

diagonal braces 74 are used rather than double bay braces. In both of cars 20 and 70, the 
respective end deck portions are offset upwardly from the lading supporting structure of medial 
deck portion 29 by a height increment indicated as 6 (Figure 2a). In the embodiments illustrated 
in Figures 2a, 2b, 2c and 2d, the step increment corresponds to the height of a nominal 31 1/2 
inch bundle of lumber, plus dunnage, (that is, 311/2 inches of lumber plus 1 - 54 inches of 

dunnage), totalling 33 inches plus a % inch tolerance for an actual step height of 33% " (+/- Vs"), 

If the bundle of lumber is a lesser height, such as 30 inches, the discrepancy may be made up by 
additional durmage. 



3) Amendments to the Claims 
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